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through the prism of any politics. I
would simply say if there is political
spin—several of the Senator’s ques-
tions are pretty shocking to me in
terms of the political nature of them.

As I said to the body, we have had a
whole host of efforts to review the
facts and come to a determination of
the truth of what happened on that
day. They have been in public hearings
and they have been in secure intel-
ligence briefings. Members on both
sides—on both sides—have been ex-
posed to it. Members on both sides got
to ask questions across the spectrum,
and so from my perspective we have
gone through the search of what hap-
pened on that fateful day. We all abhor
what happened to the men who lost
their lives on that day. That is why
what I want to do is ensure that we
lose no more lives as a result of this
Congress’s irresponsibility to act on
embassy security, knowing what in
fact a panel of experts, undisputed in
their capacity, has said is necessary to
protect our men and women around the
world. Yet we cannot seem to get that
legislation passed through the Senate.
Now, that is about congressional re-
sponsibility from my perspective.

Mr. CRUZ. I would note that my
friend from New Jersey did not endeav-
or to answer any of the questions I
proffered, including the most simple
question, such as did the President
sleep on the night of September 11,
2012.

Mr. MENENDEZ. I think whether the
President slept on that day, the ques-
tion is, Did he even get told by those
who had information that such an at-
tack was going on? I don’t know. The
bottom line is would that have saved
anybody? I don’t know that either.

The bottom line is does the Senator
want to do something about saving fu-
ture lives or does he just want to do
politics with this issue? If he wants to
save lives tomorrow, where he does
have the control—where he does have
the control at this moment—then he
will let the embassy security bill go
forward. If, God forbid, we have an at-
tack somewhere in the world, and the
legislation we are seeking in a bipar-
tisan way in response to that inde-
pendent board is stopped because the
other side wishes to stop it, then God
forbid we have an attack and lives are
cut off. Then there will be an account-
ing at that time.

Mr. CRUZ. I would thank my friend
from New Jersey for a colloquy in sup-
port of this joint select committee on
Benghazi because the Democratic Sen-
ator from New Jersey, the chairman of
the Foreign Relations Committee, just
told this body he has no idea if Presi-
dent Obama was even told that four
Americans were under terrorist attack.
He has no idea. He doesn’t know what,
if anything, the President could have
done to save them.

I would suggest that is exactly the
reason we need this committee. If the
chairman of the Foreign Relations
Committee 2 years later cannot answer
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that question, it makes abundantly
clear that the response of the adminis-
tration, sadly, and the response of the
Senate Democrats has been partisan
stonewalling rather than getting to the
truth. In the immortal lines of Jack
Nicholson, it makes one think perhaps
they cannot handle it or at least they
don’t want to know.

I would finally say I am more than
prepared to consent to the request
from the senior Senator of New Jersey
if he would only show the same recip-
rocal courtesy of agreeing to the same
request; a bipartisan committee, in
which he would no doubt participate,
to answer the question—the senior
Senator from New Jersey just told this
body he doesn’t know if the President
knew. He doesn’t know what the Presi-
dent could have done. Apparently, the
premise of the statement is he doesn’t
think the American people care.

I suggest that the American people
care a great deal as to what the Presi-
dent knew about national security.
They would want to know if he was not
engaged or if he didn’t act to stop it.
That is a matter worthy of inquiry by
this body.

Mr. MENENDEZ. I say to my col-
league from Texas that we have come
to a conclusion based on all of the
hearings, all of the testimony, and all
of the reports as to what transpired
and what we can do to save a life pro-
spectively; therefore, I say to the Sen-
ator, he has it in his control to ulti-
mately ensure that we set the founda-
tion so no one else will lose their life.
If he wants to hold that hostage to his
political efforts to continue an issue
that has had thousands of hours of re-
views, hearings, reports—all with bi-
partisan participation—then he can
choose to do so.

Mr. CRUZ. Since my friend from New
Jersey has made it plain that he will
not consent to this request, I will note
that this is an open offer that anytime
my friend from New Jersey will simply
stop blocking a fair, bipartisan, joint
inquiry as to what occurred in
Benghazi—the terrorist attack that
tragically took the lives of four Ameri-
cans—I am happy to consent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
for morning business has expired.

Is there objection to the request
made by the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. CRUZ. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Is there objection to the request
made by the Senator from Texas?

Mr. MENENDEZ. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is noted.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

May 12, 2014
EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF ROBIN S. ROSEN-
BAUM, TO BE UNITED STATES
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE ELEV-
ENTH CIRCUIT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nomination, which the
clerk will report.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Robin S. Rosenbaum, of Florida, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the
Eleventh Circuit.

Under the previous order, there will
be 2 minutes of debate prior to the
Rosenbaum nomination.

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I
yield back time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

All time is yielded back.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Robin S. Rosenbaum, of Florida, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the
Eleventh Circuit?

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN)
and the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
BEGICH) are necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN),
the Senator from Tennessee (Mr.
CORKER), the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator from
Nevada (Mr. HELLER), the Senator from
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), and the Sen-
ator from Louisiana (Mr. VITTER).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea,” and
the Senator from Tennessee (Mr.
CORKER) would have voted ‘‘yea.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON-
NELLY). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 91,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 141 Ex.]

YEAS—91
Ayotte Collins Heinrich
Barrasso Coons Heitkamp
Bennet Cornyn Hirono
Blumenthal Crapo Hoeven
Blunt Cruz Inhofe
Booker Donnelly Isakson
Boxer Durbin Johanns
Brown Enzi Johnson (SD)
Burr Feinstein Johnson (WI)
Cantwell Fischer Kaine
Cardin Flake King
Carper Franken Kirk
Casey Gillibrand Klobuchar
Chambliss Grassley Landrieu
Coats Hagan Leahy
Coburn Harkin Lee
Cochran Hatch Levin
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